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dso the veneration of angels, saying that the law was 
given by them. And this custom remained in Phrygia 
mad Pisidia for a long time, on which account a council 
wssembling at Laodicea, in Phrygia, forbad by a law the 
>ffering prayers to angels. And even to the present day 
prayer to St. Michael is practised in that place and in 
the neighbouring districts.'" 

It is hardly necessary for us to comment on the fact, 
that so late as the time of Theodoret, who lived in the 
5th century, prayer even to Michael, the greatest of the 
angels, is spoken of not as the practice of the ChOrch, but 
as the forbidden superstition of a sect of Phrygian heretics. 
The canon of the Council of Laodicea (A.D. 360), to which 
Theodoret refers, is as follows:-- 

"It is not right for Christians to leave the Church of 
God, and to depart, and to name angels, and to make 
separate assemblies which are forbidden. If any one, then, 
be found taking part in this secret idolatry, let him be 
anathema, for he has forsaken our Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, and has attached himself to idolatry.''b 

And we cannot better sum up the views of the early 
Church on this subject than in the words of Origen, which 
we have cited in full already, p. 75: 

" We confess that the angels are ministering spirits, sent 
to minister to those who shall be heirs of salvation-that 
they ascend, bearing the prayers of men, to the purest 
heavenly regions, and that they descend thence bearing to 
each man according to his deserts, as God has commanded 
them to minister. But it is not com- 
manded us to reverence and worship instead of God those 
who merely minister and bear to us blessings from God. 
Nor all prayers, supplications, intercessions, and giving 
of thanks must be offered to God over all, through Him 
who is above all angels, our high priest, the living word 
of God. 

" But it is not reasonable to call upon the angels, since we 
do not possess any knowledge concerning angels-a know- 
ledge which it is above man's power to obtain. Nay, let 
us imagine that we did possess this wonderful and myste- 
rious knowledge concerning angels: we should then know 
their nature and the functions that each is appointed to 
discharge; but this would not permit us to have the confi- 
dence to offer our prayers to any save to that God who is 
sufficient for all things through our Saviour Jesus, the Son 
of God, who is the Word, the Wisdom, and the Truth. 
And in order to obtain that the angels should be propitious 
ton us and should do everything for us, it is sufficient if we, 
as far as human powers permit, imitate their frame of 
mind, even as they imitate God." 

And our readers will recollect another passage of Ori- 
gen, also cited in our pages, where he teaches that if we 
direct our prayers with a pure heart to God, through 
Christ, then the angels will pray with us without being 
asked; that if we strive to gain the favour of God the 
good will of the angels will follow, just as a shadow fol- 
lows the substance. 

These quotations are enough to prove that the fullest 
acknowledgment of the share that the angels have in mi- 
nistering to the saints on earth is consistent with holding 
that it is derogatory to the exclusive mediation of Christ 
to seek their help or intercession by prayer addressed di- 
rectly to themselves. 

We come now to notice the examples given by our cor- 
respondent of men of God who honoured and invocated the 
angels. His first example is "Lot, who went out to meet 
the angels, and solemnly adored with his face to the earth." 

Any one who will take the trouble to refer to the history 
here referred to will see that Lot intended no act of reli- 
gious worship at all; for he was quite unaware that those 
who were approaching him were angels. He merely em- 
ployed the form of salutation used in the East to a distin- 
gulished stranger, and his hospitality is commended by St. 

aul. "Be not forgetful to entertain strangers, for thereby 
some have entertained angels unawares." 

We need not discuss whether Joshua, in using the same 
form of salutation, intended an act of religious worship or 
not; for the best of the fathers are agreed (for example, 
Jnstin Martyr, Eusebius, and Theodoret) that it was no 
created angel who appeared to Joshua, but the angel of the 
covenant, our blessed Lord Himself. And this angel is, in 
fact, called Jehovah in two or three verses afterwards 
(Josh. vi. 2). 

Still less doubt can there be that the angel who 
wrestled with Jacob was no created angel; for Jacot 
himself says expressly, Genesis 32, 30, "I have seer 
God face to face, and my life is preserved." 

The next passage, cited by our correspondent, is 

quoted with such a curious misconception of the writer's 
meaning, that we could not forbear laughing when we 
read it. Jacob, in blessing the two sons of Joseph, " Ephraim and Manasseh," says, "Let my name be 
named on them," and our correspondent imagines this to 
imply a direction that the name of Jacob should be in- 
voked after his death by his descendants! The simple 
meaning of the words is, that Jacob adopts these two 
lads, Ephraim and Manasseh, as his own sons, and directs 
that they shall be called by his name-that is to say, that 
they shall no longer be counted as the sons of Joseph, 
but as the sons of Jacob. 

The angel whose blessing Jacob invoked on his grand- 
children was our Lord himself, as is obvious from the other 
names by which he is called-viz., God before whom my 
Fathers Abraham and Isaac did walk-the God which fed 
me all my life long unto this day" (v. 15). 

The passage cited from Job is equally irrelevant, as 
any one may see who takes the trouble of looking at the 
context. 

Having said so much about the invocation of angels, we 
need not occupy so much space about the invocation of 
saints. This was a practice which came much later into 
the Church, as it has evidently less support from reason than 
the other. We know that angels are employed in earthly 
affairs, and that God uses their agency in conferring 
benefits upon us. If, then, it were lawful for us to employ 
any other mediator than our blessed Lord, it is to the angels 
we should naturally address ourselves. But there is no 
reason to suppose that God emplo~s the agency of de- 
parted saints in ministering to their brethren on earth. 
Scripture is remarkably silent as to the occupation of the 
saints between their death and resurrection; but if we 
can argue from a parable, we know that in the parable of 
Dives and Lazarus, the rich man is represented as 
requesting that Lazarus might be employed after his 
death in a mission of mercy to this earth, and 
that this request was refused. There being then no 
reason for supposing that our departed friends are 
employed at all in earthly atfairs, there is far less reason 
in their case than in that of the angels for supposing that 
they are likely to hear the prayers which we address to 
them. And accordingly prayers to saints were muzh 
later in being introduced into the Church than prayers 
to angels. The first step to it arose out of the belief 
(as to the truth of which we need not here dispute) thatthe 
saints in heaven intercede for their friends on earth; this 
belief gave rise to a prayer not to the saints, but to God, 
that He would vouchsafe to hear and answer the interces- 
sions so addressed to Him. Direct prayer to a saint was 
not made, because of the difficulty of understanding how 
such prayers could become known to their object; 
and the first example of such prayers occurred at 
the tombs of the martyrs. It was supposed that the 
spirit of the departed for some time hovered round his 
body, and, consequently, that he was capable of hearing the 
requests made by those then assembled round his tomb. 
But at this time it was not imagined that the same saint 
was capable of hearing petitions addressed to him at the 
same time from a number of different places. The first 
notions of the 

pluri-pres-nce 
of the saints sprung out of 

the superstitious carrying about of relies. When the body 
of a saint was divided, and portions of it carried about to dif- 
ferent places, it was no: unnatural that in all these places 
the superstitious should suppose that the saint, a portion 
of whose remains they had among them, was present with 
them, and capable of hearing their petitions. And the 
notion of the possibility of a saintjhearing prayers ad- 
dressed to him in different places having been once in- 
troduced, it is not difficult to understand how the practice 
of invocation of saints, even apart from their relics, gra- 
dually became prevalent. 

This is the simple historical account of the origin of 
invocation of saints; and tlhere is little trouble in replying 
to the passages of Scripture adduced by our correspon- 
dent. 

He cites cases where prophets have been supernatu- 
rally informed by God of events which took place at a 
distance from them, and asks whether departed saints 
might not have equal knowledge. Surely, no one denies 
the possibility that God might make soils revelations to 
them if he thought proper; but the question is, have we 
any good reason to suppose that He does? There is not 
the slightest reason for imagiing that omniscience (or, 
at least, knowledge of ever thing that takes place on 
earth) is an ordinary attribute of the departed. The know- 
ledge, indeed, of what is going on on earth would often 
rather take from their happiness than add to it. And 
where isuh f the proof that God will be certain to reveal to 
St. Patrick, or any other saint, that Terence Flanagan is 
at this moment asking his intercession? 

Our corresponaent tells us that the parable of Dives 
and Lazarus shows us that Abraham was in glory ac- 
quainted with the fact that the Jecws atter his death had 
Moses and the prophets among them. WYe should 
scarcely like to build an argument on a parable, hut cer- 
tainly, if we imagine that Abraham has any intercourse 
with those who died after him, he can scarcely be igno- 
rant of such facts as these; but this does not in the 
least help us to answer the question. If 1, at this 
moment, ask Abraham for his intercession, will he know 
of my request ? 

As for the prayers of the saints, spoken of in the Apo 

calypse, our correspondent is evidently so much in the 
habit of hearing the word saints applied only to a few dead 
Christians, that he forgets that it is the ordinary New 
Testament appellation of the whole body of living Chris- 
tians. We cannot discuss the few references to ancient 
authors given by our correspondent at the close of his 
communicatien. As far as we are able to judge, he has 
not looked into any of the books himself; at least, the 
references he has given are not such as to enable us to 
find the passages on which he relies; and the character 
of the authors cited is such as not to hold out any in- 
ducement to us to spend much trouble in the search. 
Thus, the works of Dionysios the Areopagite, from which 
his first quotation professes to be taken, are known by all 
scholars not to have been written by that saint, but to have 
been the forgery of a much later age; and it is equally 
certain that the Apostolic Constitutions, cited in the second 
place, were not written by St. Clement. Can our corre- 
spondent bring us any proof of invocation of saints from 
a writer of the first three centuries ? 
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ON THE SUPREMACY OF ST. PETER. 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAv. 

DEAR SIR,-I wrote to you an epistle, and proved the 
supremacy of St. Peter, the first pope and visible head 
of the Catholic Church, from clear texts of Scripture 
taken out of the Holy Bible. I sincerely thank you, 
sir, for giving me a fair hearing, and I am glad that you 
have given the Catholics another example of fair play. 
I agree with Mr. Rourke concerning the goodness of the 
CATHOLIC LAYMAN. Protestants are not acquainted 
with the Catholic doctrine, and they can't comprehend 
it without an explanation. I would like to hear both 
sides of the question, says a talented LProtestant neigh- 
bour to me the other day. I regret my utter inability 
to give adequate expression to the varied feelings that 
at this moment occupy my mind. I defy libel and treason, 
because I am willing to use moderation if censure is de- 
served, and to act in accordance with the dictates of 
Christian charity, which embraces within its wide range 
the uttermost bounds of the earth, and all the members 
of the human family. It was exclusively the supremacy 
of St. Peter I was proving, and the command he received 
from God-man to feed his lambs and sheep, both pastors 
and people. In that sense the omission I committed was of 
no importance, because it was not the matter and form 
of the sacrament of baptism I was proving. Why do you 
call the Church Roman ? Because the visible head of 
the Churchis Bishop of Rome; and because St. Peter and 
his successors fixed their see in Rome. Who is the visi- 
ble head of the Church ? The Pope, who is Christ's 
vicar on earth, and supreme visible head of the Church. 
To whom does the Pope succeed as visible head of the 
Church? To St. Peter, who was chief of the Apostles 
Christ's vicar on earth, and first Pope and Bishop of 
Rome. When was St. Peter made Pope, or head of the 
Church? Chiefly when Christ said to him: Thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church, and I 
will give to thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven I 
Feed my lambs, feed my sheep-Matth. xvi., John xxi. 
What do these texts of Scripture prove? That Christ 
committed to St. Peter, and to his lawful successors, the 
care of his whole flock, that is, of his whole Church, both 
pastors and people. Christ prayed for St. Peter that 
his faith should not fail him, and left him to confirm his 
brethren. When Christ foretold that scandals would 
rise, and that there would be tares in the wheat, he said 
the faith of Peter would never - fail. The Roman Ca- 
tholic Church has received her beginning, her doctrine, 
her orders, and her mission-from Christ and his Apostles, 
and has brought the same down, pure and without any 
corruption, to the present day. That the Roman Catho- 
lic religion had its beginning from Christ and his 
Apostles we can easily prove, by counting up, through 
every age, a regular succession of pastors. In the 
fourth century, St. Optatus, speaking of the see 
of Rome, says, that "1In this one chair sat Peter first; to 
him succeeded Linus; to him Cletus, and Clement, and 
the rest, down to Siricius the present pontiff, with whom 
we and all the world hold communion. And now," he 
adds, " do you give an account of your sees-you that 
pretend to call yourselves the Catholic Church." If the 
saint could say all this, when he could number only 
thirty-nine popes, with how much more reason can a 
Roman Catholic in these days, when he can count (on 
the long list of popes, from St. Peter down to the present 
pope, Leo XII., both included) 253, exclaim, "Let the 
Protestants show us anything like this? Let them show 
us the lists of their bishops, succeeding to each other in 
a regular order, from the days of ithe Apostles down to 
the present day ! Come, this is that rock, over which 
the proud gates of hell can never prevail. Come, for in 
this Church alone you will find the greatest security, 
peace, and comfort for every sad and dejected soul.' St. 
John was one of the sheep, and did not speak against 
the shepherd and his successors. The holy fathers 
gave all glory to God. and in preaching the word of 
God, they told their flocks that the first visible head of 
the Church of Christ was formerly a poor fisherman, and 
that it was Andrew first followed Christ, and that it 
was not Andrew received the primacy; only Peter. 
As the form of government established by Christ in his 



Church must be always the same, the successors of St. 
Peter must hold the same rank and power as St. Peter. 
What kind of a Church would it be without a visible 
head, to protect or preserve the unity of the spirit in the 
bond of peace? It would be like a kingdom without a 
king, like a city without a magistrate, in a confused 
Babylonian state, and trampling the law of God under 
foot. 1Righteen popes died in succession for the faith of! 
Christ; they were not angels, but men; but was there' 
ever such a number of bishops, or chief fathers of the 
Church, filling any other chair of authority in the world? 
It is impossible for the art or power of man to cut off 
the head of the mystical body of Christ. Therefore, I 
will not answer any other interpretation against the keys 
of the kingdom of Heaven, that were given up to St. 
Peter in the presence of the rest of apostles. The king. 
dom of Heaven means the Church on earth, and the 
successors of St. Peter will never part with the keys of 
the Church, until our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ 
himself will come to receive them to toss them into 
eternity. I can prove to you, sir, from the holy fathers, 
and from the infallible authority of the Catholic Church, 
that all Christians cannot confirm their brethren. It is 
bishops that are appointed, or have the power, in 
the Church to administer the sacraments of Confirma- 
tion and Holy Orders. The bishops, says the holy fa- 
thers, in the administration of the sacrament of Confir- 
mation, give priests to the Church, and the priests, in 
the administration of the sacrament of Baptism, give 
children to the Church. 

Yours, &e., 
AN OLD READEuB. 

Though sincerely reluctant to exclude from our pages 
any communication from Roman Catholic correspondents, 
written in a fair spirit, we must really protest against any 
,of our correspondents filling letters with a mere string of 
assertions without proof, and wholly overlooking and 
leaving unanswered the proofs we have from time to time 
adduced to the contrary. 

We have already given in our papers on the supremacy 
what we believe to be unanswerable reasons for believing 
that St. Peter was never Bishop of Rome. Will "An 
Old Reader" grapple with those reasons, and refute them ? 
When he has done so, and not till then, he has a right 
dogmatically to assert that St. Peter was the first Pope 
and Bishog of Rome. 
; We shall in due time give our readers what we believe 
to be equally good reasons for holding that none of the 
texts relied on by our correspondent prove the Pope to 
be Christ's vicar on earth, or to have any divine power 
over the universal Church. 

In the meantime, as our correspondent appears to lay 
so much stress upon being able to show an uninterrupted 
succession of 253 Popes from St. Peter to the present 
day, perhaps be will favour us with a list of them, or tell 
us where we shall find the list he relies on as the correct 
one. That he has taken the statement from some not 
very recent writer at second hand, (we should think, from 
other parts of the letter, from some Roman Catholic 
catechism), is apparent from his allusion to Leo X11. 
as " the present Pope," though he must surely know that 
Leo XtI. is long dead, and that the present Pope is 
Pius IX.5 

In giving us this uninterrupted succession, we recoim- 
mend to his attention our paper on the Stuccession of the 
Popes, in our number for September, 1855 (Ca7r:oLac 
LaYMAN, vol. iv., p. 162). 

With regard to the observations at the close of our 
correspondent's letter, we have merely to say that we 
never denied that it was the office of bishops to confer 
orders and administer the rite of confirmation, or that it 
is the duty of the priests to administer sacrament of 
baptism. 

OCTOBER 17, 1856.] THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. .119 

WHAT IS A PROTESTANT ? 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir,-Allow me to make a few observations in your 
celumas in answer to the above question; one not un- 
frequently asked in the present day, by those who take 
an interest in the conflict now going on between the 
Church of Rome and those who differ with her. 

1. The term " Protestant" is a nickname; and so, ob- 
jectionable. It is not recognized by the Church as a 
definition of her faith. It is not employed in any canon 
or article, or ecclesiastical record, possessing Church 
authority. 

Nevertheless, it is not a bad term, so far as it goes; 
and it is necessary to be borne and maintained, so long as 
the Western Churches of the Roman Obedience remain 
as they are, who forced it upon us about 300 years ago. 

2. "But (say some), if you are a Protestant, you 
are not a Catholic; and, if you are not a Catholic, you 
are not a Christian." 

Not so, my friend (I answer): on the contrary, my 
conviction is that Ishould not be a true member of Christ's 
Holy Catholic Church, in these "' latter times," if 1 was 
not a Protestant. (1. Tim. iv. 1; 2. Tim. iii. 1.) St. 
Paul, even, was compelled to become such, in the same 
sense that we are; and so, as I said before, I cannot help 

it; for so it must be, and on this account Wherever 
error exists, especially if taught by individuals or commu- 
nities professing to belosng unto Christ's Church, every 
true believer, every orthodox community of Christians, 
must protest againstet; and that makes him and them 
Protestants. Now, eror does exist, and is dogmatically 
held and taught (as I am prepared to show) by that 
branch of the once 'orthodox Church established in 
Rome. Against that community, but solely on that score, 
we protest; that is, stand forth in defence and affirmation 
of the true and ancient faith. They have nicknamed us, 
in consequence, Protestants: of which we have no need 
to be ashamed, considering why and by whom we are so 
called. It is our glory, their shame. Necessity is laid 
upon us to be ever " contending for the faith once for all de- 
livered to the saints" (Jude 3). We do so, as religiously 
bound. Those who have left that faith, either by adding 
to or taking from it, are they against whom we " contend" 
or " protest," and we should not be good Catholics if we 
did not. Our Protestantism, therefore, is the proof of our 
orthodoxy; which is what I said just now. 

3. But /f it were true, that because I am a Protestant 
I am not a.Catholic, then there are no Catholics in the 
world; for all Catholics must and no protest. Indeed, 
those very members of the Roman communion who ar- 
rogate the name of Catholic to themselves, and deride 
those who are called Protestants, are themselves the very 
people who protest the most: much fiercer and more in- 
tolerant Protestants than we. In proof of this, let us refer 
to the Creed, the Catechism, and the last Council, whichl 
are the exponents of the present faith of the Church of 
Rome; and we shall find therein nothing but protestant- 
ism from beginning to end. For example: by the canons 
of the Council of Trent, the creed of Pope Plus IV., and 
the Catechism of Pius V. the doctrine of " Transubstan- 
tiation," or the total change of the elements of bread and 
wise in the Eucharist into the human body of Christ, is 
made an article of faith, necessary for salvation to be re- 
ceived; and protesting against those who receive it not, 
in these words, "let them be accursed." (Vide Council 
of Trent, Sess. xiii. c. 4: can. 1, 2. Creed of Pius IV. 
Cat. of Pius V., pp. 208, 214, 219, 225, 243-4.) Again, 
by the same 1" authority" of Canons, Creed, and Cate- 
chism, the doctrine of " the Sacrifice in the Mass," or the 
" immolation" (i. e., slaying in sacrifice) of the very hu- 
man body of Christ, "the same that was born of the 
Virgin," by the priests, as " a Victim one and the same 
as that which was offered on the cross" " for the sins of 
the living and of the dead," is also made an article of 
belief, " necessary for salvation," " to be taught and re- 
ceived ;" protesting against the denial of such a doctrine 
in the same words: ' lete hi be accursed." (Vide Council 
of Trent, Sess. xxii. ch. 1, 2, can. 3: also, Creed of Pius 
IV. and Cat. Pins V., pp. 246-7.) If, then, the mere 
fact of protesting causes a community to forfeit the name 
of Catholic, the Roman Church must certainly lay aside 
its claim to be so called. If we are not Catholics because 
we protest against what we hold to be error, neither are 
they. We are both alike so far as this is concerned: the 
only difference between us being, that we simply protest, 
as taught in the Word of God, against innovations and 
invasions of the primitive faith of the Church of Christ, 
which " altereth not," but curse not in so doing; while 
the Roman Church protest against us 

.for 
so doing, cursing 

us, contrary to the word of God, at the same time. 
4. And now I have briefly answered the question, 

S"What is a Protestant ?" especially as applicable to me 
as a member of the Reformed Catholic Church. A Pro- 
testant is one who 

("protestans'g,, 
standing forth in de- 

fence of the truth against doctrines and practices which 
can be proved to be contrary to the Word of God and the 
teaching of the primitive Church, is, what St. Jude 
commended him to be, a defender of the faith-a con- 
servative Catholic. 

But here, in conclusion, I must caution my readers 
from entertaining, and protect myself against being sup- 
posed to hold, an opinion which would be very false in 
itself, and fatal, indeed, to us all-viz., that because every 
true Christian must be, "in these latter and evil days," 
a Protestant, therefore every Protestant is a true Chris. 
tian. It is one thing to protest agaitst error, and another 
thing to stand forth (protest) for the truth. A true 
Christian churchman will do both; but you may do the 
former without being such. Of course, you must possess 
Sthe faith once for all delivered unto the saints" before 

you can truly be said to "contend for it." A Socinian 
who denies the divinity of our Blessed Lord, and a Dis- 
senter who thinks religion to be a matter of free trade 
and free thinking, will one and each pi otest against the 
corruptions of modern Rome; but such protestantism 
will neither constitute the one a Christian nor the other 
a churchman. Truth, apostolic and catholic, in doe- 
trine and discipline, must first be held, before it is pos- 
sible to protest, as we do, against error. 

I, am Sir, yours truly, 
A RzEFORED CATHOLIC. 

O Since the foregoing was in type, we have received a second letter 
from our correspondent, reiterating the same arguments, but speaking 
of the number as 2 s, including Pope Pins IX. 

1. The doctrine of " Transubstanttation," as taught 
" superioram 

Juslsl." 
"la the Eucharist that which before consecration was bread and 

wine is, after consecration, really and substantially the body and 
blood of our Lord-the same tat wtas born of the Vi, gin; and, how- 
eva remote from and alien to our senses it may be, no Substance of 
Ue eemets Urain s th Sacraaent; and the substance 

h 
bread and 

wine is so changed into the body and blood of. our Lord that the sub- 
stance of bread and wine altogether ceases to ezist. After consecration 
the sbstance of breed and wine does not remain in the Saera~rent ; 
and e therehre, te w ip of the 

fLatria 
/hickh is DIs To Gon, is to 

be offered to this most oly Sacrament."-Vid. ref. ut supra, 
2. The doctrine of the sacrifice of the mass is thus propounded:-- 

b We therefore confess that the saertlce ef the mass ought to be con- 
sidered one and the same sacrifce with that.of the cross; for the Victim 
is one and the rtame--Christ oaur lrd. ,ad this being the case, the 
pastor will teach with absolute certainty, that if with pure hearts 
&ad lively faith, we immolate and offer this most Holy Victim, we 
shall, no doubt, obtain mercy; and, inasmuch as in this sacrifice the 
same Christ is immolated (i.e., slain, and offered in sacrifice) who 
offered himself once on the cross, the Victim is one and the sane.- 
Vid. ref. us supra. 

IS IT WELL TO HEAR BOTH SIDES? 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

YoUR HONOaR,-That's the quare story about the 
dumb village, and quarest of all, if the women held 
their tongues too. That bangs Banagher itself. Sure 
it be to be a " blessed priest" did that. But what the 
priest said to the people set me on remembering, and I'll 
tell your honour how. The story allows that the priest 
said the people was to hear what the Catholic Church 
says; and sure that means what the priest says him- 
self; and that they weren't to listen to what the other 
side would say at all Now, your honour, I lived in the 
North once, down in Tyrone, near Benburb; and there 
was a townland near hand called Mullamoshog, and 
there was two tenants living in it; and the name of the 
one was Johnny Raw, and the name of the other was 
Paddy Murphy; and if your honour or any of them that 
lives about Benburb will go to that same townland, 
they will hear that it's no lie about Paddy Murphy and 
Johnny Raw, that held the two farms, with a bad fence 
betwixt them; though, whether the same man is in it 
now after the famine, is more nor I can tell, for it is a 
good bit since I left it. 

Now, your honour, there was a dispute between them 
two men about a byre that Johnny Raw built; and Paddy 
Murphy allowed that the back wall of the byre came in 
on his land, beyond where the fence ought to e ; and your 
honour sees it wasn't easy to know rightly, where the 
fence was bad ; and sore battles there was about the same. 

Well, the agent used to come to Benburb for the rent, 
and I had a bit of business with him one day, when in 
comes Paddy Murphy to speak about the wall of the 
byre; and I'lljust tell your honour what Paddy Murphy 
said; says he, "I'll tell your honour all about the wall of 
the byre, and then your honour will just do me justice; 
and don't be listening to that other man's story at all, at 
all, for he'll only confuse you." 

Now, your honour, the agent was a fair man, and 
lie didn't think that was the right way, but I didn't stay 
long enough to hear how it wassettled about the wall of 
the byre; and, 'deed, I never thouglt more of it, for 
sure what Paddy Murphy said was no more nor any man 
would say who wasn't right sure himself where the 
mearing ought to he. So I never thought no more of it 
till I read the story of the dumb village, and what the 
priest said about not listening to the other story at all, 
at all' and then it just came to my mind about Paddy 
Murphy and Johnny Raw; and, says I to myself, sure 
there is a deal of Johnny Raws in the world that is done 
by the Paddy Murphys. So I iope your honour, or 
some of them that reads the CATHOLIC LAYMAN, will 
inquire about it in Benburb, and see that it's no lie I am 
telling. 

Your honour's servant to command, 
PAT MUzRRAY, of Westmeath. 

[We think Pat Murray's illustration is a good one; 
where a mearing fence is in dispute, a fair man will hear 
both sides before deciding. Our readers will see it no- 
ticed, in another article in this paper, that the Chufoh 
of Rome has never been able to say where the mearing 
lies between what is idolatry and what is not idolatry ; 
and, therefore, in that case especially, it is necessary to 
hear both sides before deciding.] 

FARMING OPERATIONS FOR OCTOBER. 
The Dun or Winter Oats should be sown by the middle 

of the month. The land and weather should be dry for 
getting in this crop. 

Parsnips, sown this month on dry, well-tilled, and 
well-manured land, will come in early, and yield a heavy 
crop. 

Potatoes may now be lifted and stored in narrow pits, 
on dry land, taking care to do so in dry weather. 

Meadow and Grass Land should henceforth, after being 
closely eaten down, be liberally top-dressed with rich com- 
posts, and the cattle droppings be well broken and scat- 
tered about. 

Odds and Ends.--Chip and plash hedges, which should 
be finished without delay. It will be a good time to make 
and plant fences. Cleanse dykes and water-courses of all 
obstructions before the winter floods set in. Attend to 
draining and subsoiling; plough up stubble and other 
lands that are to lie fallow during the winter. Put out 
manure and plough it in for the spring sowinge of beans, 
peas, carrots, and parsnips; thatch the corn and hay-ricks 
securely; keep the flail or thrashing-machine going for 
the supply of corn to market, and fresh straw to the stock; 
fetch home and store fuel, and repair roads, fente, and 
gates.-Farmers' Gazette. 
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